The commentary by Derrfuss and Mar (2009) discusses some of the limitations of the present databases and calls for a universal coordinate database. Here I discuss further issues and propose another angle to the solution of a universal coordinate database with the use of wiki technology.
The commentary by Derrfuss and Mar (2009) in NeuroImage shows how far the present coordinate databases lag behind the published literature and the two authors call for a universal coordinate database. Since 1998 we have gained some experience in the area by working both with the BrainMap and the Brede coordinate databases, and apart from the issues mentioned by Derrfuss and Mar I would like to raise three additional concerns: Ownership, extensibility and community involvement.
A recent dispute has brought forth the issue of ownership to primary neuroimaging data within-laboratory (Fox et al., 2009 ) but disputes with neuroimaging data sharing between laboratories has a longer history (Aldhous, 2000) . The issue of ownership of analysis results and meta-data, such as bibliographic information, would also be present for a coordinate database. U.S. National Library of Medicine claims ownership and imposes restrictions on the use of PubMed and may terminate its license (U.S. National Library of Medicine, 2008) . The Brede Database has not yet a formal license but the entire database is available from its homepage for others to include and indeed Hamilton's AMAT database has added content from the Brede Database. There has been a tradition in the functional neuroimaging community for relatively open sharing, e.g., of software. The most popular analysis software, SPM, uses a so-called copyleft license. This kind of license encourages mutual sharing and numerous SPM extensions have been written by third-parties. In a database context a copyleft license will ensure that users share their version of and additions to the database if they copy it. This is the notion of share-alike. Properly copylefted databases may aid database federation since data can move freely between databases provided they are all copylefted. A privat company will not likely use a copyleft license, and users will be left with the search interface that the company can provide, since the data cannot be freely delivered through a third-party search engine. It would be an unfortunate development if neuroimaging result data is hidden behind subscription fees and restrictive licenses, and it will seriously impede the development of novel retrieval and analysis methods.
As neuroscience data are complex it is not entirely clear how neuroinformatics databases should be structured. The original BrainMap database structure as described by Fox et al. (1994) inspired the design of our Brede Database.
In many cases the BrainMap framework is sufficient and provides solid performance for standard neuroimaging metaanalysis (Fox et al., 2005) . Yet extensions to the framework with the definition of an on-tology for brain functions within the Brede Database allowed for automatic meta-analysis across all brain functions using our entire database (Nielsen, 2005) . A brain region ontology allowed us to data mine across all brain regions (Nielsen et al., 2006) as well as link to the CoCoMac database (Kötter, 2004) . This latter ontology was not anticipated during our initial design of the Brede Database but was a later addition. The extensibility of the database makes such data mining efforts possible. (Huss, III et al., 2008) . For the Brede Wiki a simple Matlab script allows for formatting coordinate lists from the SPM program in the style suitable for inclusion in the Brede Wiki. Another issue pointed to by the two authors arises when the large amount of information needed to be entered form a contribution barrier. With a wiki-system the data entry task can be broken down as information can be entered incrementally by different editors, e.g., one may start with core information like bibliographic information and coordinates and then later on add, e.g., subject information and imaging modality.
The MediaWiki software has built-in text search facilities and means for categorizing pages. However, it lacks more complex means of query. Recent research effort has gone into semantic or fielded wikis that represent information with types, and the so-called templates of MediaWiki enable this. Once data is entered within templates tools can extract it. One large-scale effort is DBpedia that extracts data from Wikipedia and presents online services for queries on the structured data (Auer et al., 2008) . We have also been able to extract the structured data from Wikipedia and perform statistical analysis (Nielsen, 2007) , and for the Brede Wiki we extract the templates and built an SQL database, that is used for searching after nearby coordinates to a given query. MediaWiki templates and categories are defined by the editors rather than the wiki administrator, so the this system has inherit extensibility. It is relatively easy to define new templates for, e.g., neuroimaging studies that report their results with respect to brain regions rather than peak coordinates.
Wikipedia has show how powerful commons-based peer production can be when Web-based technology enables it. Furthermore, collaborative information aggregation and collective prediction can be quite effective and in certain cases better than that of experts: We have experienced it in such diverse cases as humans in a web game and an ensemble of mathematical models (Pennock et al., 2001; Hansen et al., 2001 ). The neuroimaging community should embrace the notions of open knowledge and collective intelligence for community involvement in managing neuroinformatics data.
